THE  MATERIALIST CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
forces, as well as of the goods produced and of the existing
conditions of production, and still more to the destruction
of science and all intellectual culture.
Marx and his adherents choose to call the new period
the feudal.   One may employ this term, though Feudal-
ism, properly so called, as a purely Germanic institution
was confined to the Germanic states that formed a very
small part of the known world.    The great Byzantine
Empire, by far the most civilised part of the mediaeval
world, knew no Feudalism in the Western sense of the
word;   it was equally unknown in the Slav countries;
it never played a part worth mentioning in Italy, while
in England it was soon divested of its essential char-
acteristics.    True  Feudalism existed only in  France
and Germany;   from there it spread partly into the
adjacent regions.    It is not Feudalism that is character-
istic of the mode of production in this period, but barter
and payment in kind, what is called natural economy
in contradistinction to the monetary system of economy.
It was the same system of economy which had prevailed
before the rise of antique civilisation and to which the
European nations had returned.    Feudalism, properly
so called, was not an economic, but a military organisa-
tion.   For purely military reasons, the land was assigned
to prominent warriors who in their turn kept and drilled
subordinate warriors;   they were invested with it on
condition that they should be ready to fight for their
liege lord, attended by their warriors.    Political power
being always and everywhere dependent on military
power, and particularly so in warrior states like these
new Germanic kingdoms, the political system conformed
to the military organisation or rather was, in fact, identi-
cal with it.   That the land was not given to the great
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